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Sir: 

In reply to the May 20, 2003 Restriction Requirement, Applicants provisionally elect 
Group I, claims 1-17, drawn to a resin powder, with traverse . 

It is respectfully submitted that the subject matter of all claims 1-22 are sufficiently 
related that a thorough search for the subject matter of any one Group of claims would 
encompass a search for the subject matter of the remaining claims. Thus, it is respectfully 
submitted that the search and examination of the entire application could be made without 
serious burden. See MPEP §803 in which it is stated that "if the search and examination of 
an entire application can be made without serious burden, the examiner must examine it on 
the merits, even though it includes claims to independent or distinct inventions" (emphasis 
added). It is respectfully submitted that this policy should apply in the present application in 
order to avoid imnecessary delay and expense to Applicants and duplicative examination by 
the Patent Office. 
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Furthermore, the Restriction Requirement should be withdrawn at least between 
Groups I and III. Where product and process claims are presented in the same application, 
AppUcant may be called upon under 35 U.S.C. §121 to elect claims to either the product or 
process. MPEP §821 .04. However, in the case of an elected product claim, rejoinder will be 
permitted when a product claim is found allowable and the withdrawn process claim depends 
from or otherwise includes all the limitations of an allowed product claim. Id. 

In the present application, the method claim of Group in includes all of the limitations of 
the product of Group I. In particular, all of the limitations of the independent product claim 1 of 
Group I are incorporated into the method of Group HI, since claim 22 is dependent from claim 1 . 

Since the method claim of Group HI includes the limitations of the product claims of 
Group I, the method claim must be rejoined with the product claims once the product claims are 
allowed. Thus, to streamline prosecution and avoid delay, the Restriction Requirement should 
be withdrawn to permit concurrent examination of all of the pending claims. 

Applicants respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the Restriction 
Requirement. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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